> a | Vita) 
Humbly propoked, and ſubmitted to candid + Tells; 


A S the Diſpute between 17 Whitehead, and the Preachers in conneclion with that late fans 
gular man . Weſley, reſpecting * writing tus Life; is no longer a private Malter, the fol- 
lowing Queries are drawn u WA the Defence of the ener! to the Conference, and to rightly in- 


form thoſe who have been le 2 


By a LOVER of TRUTH, JUSTICE, PEACE, and LOVE. 


1. When the Preachers in London, (ſtationed there by 7 Meſley, and the Conference, ) and 
others, ſolicited . Whitehead to write the Life of J. IWR was it not then underſtood by J. | 
W. that the Book ſhould belong to the Book-Room ? : 


2. When the Manuſcript Papers, Sc. of J. . were put into the hands of F 1 by Thomas 


Cole, James Creighton, James Rogers, an Henry Moore, was it not for the ſpecial purpoſe of 


"I the Life of J. W. for the Book- Room? 


| 3 %% IW. changed his mind afterwards, and was juſt in ſo doing, ought he nol 60 have re- 
turne e papers back to thoſe from whom he received them ? 


4. JJ. M. had any other Deſign, at the time when he received theſe Monk ripts of J. 1. but 
to write the Life for the Book- Room, Did he gain them ſurreplitiouſly, or by naſtake ? 


6. If J. M. could not write an impartial Life of J. N. without his Manuſcript Papers, does 


nol the ground of Copy-Right reft in thoſe ca 9 And wes not the Copy-Right ve 2% the Pro- 


_ pneetor, or Proprietors of tele Paper? 
7 


8 


6. If 7. M. intended to benefit 7. C. 7, I. and II. M. equally by hequathing to ; them, his 


Manuſcripts, does J. V. do Juſily in gaining the poſſeſſion, and keeping the whole to htm fP-- 


7. What obligations are T.C. and II. Moore under to J. M. that they muſt y T720e up their Right © 


4... Cfrom themſelves OO en theſe e * c * 7. bre 2 benefit of tamſerp, 5 


and family “: 
8. Had John Horton, George Wolf and William Marriott a 77 ht to diſpoſe of, (hribately, 


or publickly} tne Life of J. I .to 7. W. Or had they a Right to 3 the Ittnerant Preachers 
to fell the ſaid J. WWitchead's Life of 7. W. Or had they a Right to protubit the Conference 
25 from publi z hing a Life of F. . for the benefit of thuar Friends and the Societies, under their care 9 


9. If F. H. G. V. and V. M. knew at the time when theſe Papers were delivered into the hands 

J. W. that he deſigned to appropriate the Copy-Right of the intended Life to his own emolument, 
22 they do juſtice to \ their office as Executors in not informing 7. C. and I. M. whom they knew 
| francs them to 7. W. for the [pecal purpoſe of writing the antended Life for the Book- Room + 5 


10. If 7 H. G. V. and IV. M. did not hnow at that lime, bas that 7. IV, was to write the Life a 


fer theBook-Room, did they att as © Honeſt Men, and as Chrijttans,” in defending JW I Te: 
taining the ſaid Manijeriptsy and refuſing to comply wth 35 manifeſt defugn for which he re- 


ceived them 9. 


11. Does a committee of "Independent Gentlemen,” frepping forth RET raking 4 I. under A 5 


Hprolection, wipe away blame from him? Or does it not rather involve both them and um i n 4 


1 85 greater degree of blame and cenſure, not to jay of gull 3 


x 
3 --1, ny 5 


Te Propoſer of theſe Oueries, now calls for the attention of the Reader to thes grand e I 


| Point in diſpute, which 15—— Not who has, or who has not a Tight to publiſh a I, J. We} 


But whether 7. Wintehrad AS AN INDIVIDUAL, UPON THE AUT ALPS. 2 


ley ? 


* ' HIS OWN SINGLE JUDG ME NT, ſhall fix unalterably, the flandard of F. Weſley's Thſtory ; 
knees $i Conde Ferce, /s cdl = Methoc ij P rears ? I kother a ili) ory from therfong te ” 


.oment of an Iudividual, or *he united judgments a many, wil have the great werg ht wit 


\ Publick 9 


v. B. The Author of theſe Q Oueries is unfor med that an 1 25 preparing. and ce ul be [ey | 
/zſhed, to a late CUTLOUS Pampiilet, untitled, ** A True Narrative,” &c, Oc 


June 26, 1792. 


